
Before the Board of Eoning Adjustment, D, C, - 
PUBLIC HEARING -I February 23, 1966 

Appeal No, 8425 Royal Siansese Governnent, Agpellant, 

The Zoning Administrator D i s t r i c t  of Columbia, Appellee, 

On motion duly made, seconded and carried, with Mr, Hatton 
dissenting, the following Order was entered a t  the  meeting of the Board 
on March 10, 1966, - 

EFFECSIVE DATE OF THIS ORDER M March 15, 1966, 

ORDERED: 

That the  appeal t o  e rec t  ve r t i ca l  antenna 29 f ee t  high on roof of 
exis t ing building and t o  e rec t  a l i g h t  weight log periodic antenna 82 
f ee t  above the g r o w  a t  the  rear of exis t ing building a t  2300 Kaloranaa 
Road, NW,, l o t  811, square 2522, be denied, 

As a r e su l t  of an inspection of the  property by the Board, and from 
the  records and evidence adduced at the  hearing, the  Board finds the 
following facts:  

mms OF FACT: 

1 A l l  diplomatic and legal  requirements f o r  the  operation of a 
radio transmitter by the  Royal Siamese Gcwerrrment a t  the  subject  location 
have been fu l f i l l ed ,  

(2) The Department of S t a t e  has advised the Royal Siamese Government 
t h a t  permission of t he  appropriate au thor i t i es  oE the Di s t r i c t  of Columbia 
Government w i l l  be required f o r  the construction of the  antennae involved 
in t h i s  appeal, 

(3) Section 6(c) oP the Act of June 20, 1938, a s  amended by the Act 
of October 13, 1964, confers no or ig ina l  jur isdict ion of the  Board of Zoning 
Adjustment t o  determine what is constructiori, a l terat ion,  repair, etc,  of a 
chancery building, Such or ig ina l  ju r i sd ic t ion  is conferred so le ly  on the 
Zoning Administrator, t o  be exercised upon application being made f o r  
appropriate licenses, -Any decision of the  Zoning Administrator may be 
appealed t o  t h i s  Board, 

(4) Upon application by the Royal Siamese Government f o r  l icenses t o  
construct the  antennae i n  question, the Zoning Administrator ruled t ha t  such 
construction did not const i tute  construction, a l te ra t ion ,  repair, conversion 
o r  occupation of "a building f o r  use a s  a chancery" and therefore was not 
prohibited by Section 6(c), The Zoning Administrator would have approved 
l icenses t o  construct both antennae i f  the heights thereof had been within 
l imi t s  imposed by the Zoning Regulations. 

( 5 )  I n  this appeal a s  presented, and ih the  absence of any appeal from 
the rul ing of the  Zoning Administrator a s  s e t  fo r th  above, the so le  questions 
t o  be decided by t h i s  ~ o a r d  a re  those under Sections 3201i23, 3101.47, and 
8207.2, 



#8425, Royal Siawse Gav, 

(6) The neighborhood i n  which the antennae a re  proposed to be' located 
is re s t r i c t ed  t o  a building height of 40 feet ,  !the zoning is R-1-B, 

(7) The exis t ing building is 49 f ee t  10 inches i n  height and appellant 
proposes t o  install an antennae that will extend 29 feet above the roof of 
t he  building, Appellant a l so  proposes t o  e rec t  an antennae 82 feet high i n  
the rear  yard, - - 

(8) Seventy-eight p ro tes t  letters on fi le;  Sheridan-Kalofama 
Neighborhood Council, Five present a t  hearing 9 a l l  protest, 

(93 The Board finds compliance with the  requirements of Sections 
3101,47(b) and (c), The record does not es tab l i sh  conclusdvely tha t  other 
transmission equipment could not provide sa t i s fac tory  communication, and 
the  Board therefore cannot f ind compliance w i t h  Section 3181,47(d), The 
Board finds no compliance with Section 3101,47(a) and 8207,2, 

- 

(10) In view of the  findings of lack of compliance with cer ta in  re- 
quirements of the  Zoning Regulations the  Board w i l l  not submit the application 
t o  the  Nationai Capital Planning Comission fo r  review and report. 

OPINTrn- 
--e.&-z** 

The Bwsd is very mindful of the internat ional  re la t ions  of the  
Government of the  Unitad S ta tes  and has sought i n  t h i s  appeal and i n  others 
t o  aceommodate those in t e r e s t s  i f  it is possible t o  do so, - 

However, t he  Board cannot find, a s  it is required t o  do, t ha t  the  con- 
s t ruc t ion  of antennae of the  height proposed, i n  t h i s  o r  any s imilar ly  zoned 
neighborhood, would not have an adverse e f f ec t  on the neighborhood and would 
not tend t o  a f f ec t  adversely the  use of neighboring property i n  accordance 
with the zoning regulations and maps, . 

The appeal must therefore be denied, 

MP, Hatton: I am i n  f u l l  agreement with the  majority on the merits of 
the  appeal, however, it: i s  necessary fo r  me t o  dissent  since the  appeal was 
not submitted t o  the'Nationa1 Capital Planning C o d s s i o n  as required under 
subsection 3lOl,7(e), 


